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INTRODUCTION 
Two striking features revealed in a photograph (cf Figure 1) of a thin 
film of rubber binder highly filled with glass beads are: a ) that the growth 
of voids around particles increases with increasing strain and b) that the 
preferred direction of the void growth seems to be in the direction of the 
applied macroscopic strain. It is obvious that the local stress field around 
particles in a deformed composite is not as high as it would be if the binder 
did not pull away from the filler particles. On the other hand, because of 
the high rigidity of the particles relative to the binder, the local stress 
field in the binder will still be significantly higher than the average macro-
scopic stress field. It is of interest to define both this stress field and the 
as so cia ted dilatation _in terms of a simple model. 
In pursuing this point, it seemed reasonable to the authors to assume 
that the filler particles are infinitely rigid, that the rubb er matrix is 
incompressible, and, that, since the voids line up with the direction of pull 
in simple tension, the local stress field is essentially simple tensile. 
While this latter assumption is not as rigorous an approximation as the 
first two assumptions, it is still not without an excellent basis. That is 
as follows. For a Mooney-Rivlin material, which is a reasonable 
constitutive form for any type of binder that is currently used in propellant 
technology, the form of the true stress deviator for a homogeneous stress 
field, is given by: 
-
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In the case of uniaxial deformation, >-..2 
J = 
1/A.. (2) 
1 
In the case of strip-biaxial deformation (pure shear), >-..2 = 1/>-..2 J 1 ( 3) 
becomes large, the true stress deviator becomes In either case as A.. 
proportional to A..2 ;1 
1 
and thus, the two stress fields cannot be distinguished 
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in this limit. 
Proceeding from these assumptions, a model is developed which 
predicts the type of dilatation-stretch behavior one should expect for a 
rubber matrix loaded with non-adherent rigid filler particles. Since there 
is a tendency for filler particles in a real composite propellant to dewet in 
a fashion as Farris has shown {Ref. l ), the model must be modified to 
include the effect of non-uniform dewetting and the way in which this can be 
done is described. A comparison of the prediction of the model with data 
obtained by Farris is offered. In addition, the strain energy of a composite 
space deformed under the above assumptions is calculated and the associated 
simple stress-deformation relation is shown. A comparison of the 
predicti.•Jn of this relation with available data will be presented in a later 
publication. 
GEOMETRY OF THE MODEL 
Consider a finite composite space which is filled with a mass of 
incompressible rubbery matrix Mr, in which are uniformly distributed 
rigid spherical particles of diameter ~· and of total mass Mf. If the 
densities of these two components are respectively Pr and Pf , then the 
volume of this space is given by: 
M V- __ r_ 
pr 
The number of particles in this volume is given by: 
n = 
(4) 
(5) 
so that the average volume of space occupied by one filler particle and its 
fair share of surrounding rubber matrix is given by: 
( 6) 
The fractional volume occupied by filler particles is given by: 
1 (7) 
so that Equation (6) may be rewritten 
(8) 
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Now consider in this composite space a unit cell in the shape of a 
rhombohedron (Ref. 2 ). This cell is a generator for a face- centered cubic 
lattice and is readily obtained by surrounding a central lattice point with 
twelve neighbors, - six around, three above, and three below, - at each of 
the twelve adjacent lattice points. The volume enclosed by these twelve 
lattice ports includes the entire sphere at the center plus a fraction of each 
of the twelve neighbor spheres plus the interstitial rubber. This volume 
may be readily calculated by observing that the unit cell may be partitioned 
into six tetrahedra and six square-based pentahedra. If the lattice distance 
be R, then the volume of each tetrahedron is ./2 R 3 /12, while the volume of 
each pentahedron is /2 R 3/6. Thus the total volume of the rhombohedral 
cell is (3 / ./2) R 3 • 
Now the fraction of each neighbor sphere enclosed within the unit cell is 
readily calculated by observing that a homeomorphism of the unit cell is a 
face-centered cube, which contains exactly four spheres (Ref. 3), the 
combined volume of which is {2/3 ) 1T a 3 • On the other hand the volume of 
the cube is 2./2 R 3 , so that the volume fraction of loading is given by: 
(9) 
or 
( ~ )3 = __ n__ 
a 
( 1 0) 
vf 
We note from Equation (9) that, at th~ point of tangency, or when a = R, the 
close-packed volume fraction is n / 312 or 74 '% . The number of particles 
(p) in the cell is given by the product of the volume of the cell and the 
volume fraction of filler divided by the volume of a particle, or: 
p=3=1+12k ( 11 ) 
where k is the fraction of a particle entrained within the cell. This is 
readily seen to be 1 / 6. An alternative consistency statement is provided 
by noting that the number of particles in the cell (3) multiplied by the 
average volume per particle, giv en by (8) must be equal to the volume of 
the cell, and indeed this is so. In a real material, of course, the cells are 
not uniform in size, and the particles are not uniformly distributed, so that 
the parameter p may be treated as just that, namely a fitting parameter for 
the representation of data. 
Now in order to provide a convenient framework for describing the 
deformation of such a composite space, it is useful to replace the 
rhombohedral cell by an equivalent spherical cell, of the same volume. 
This immediately defines the radius of the sphere ( using Equation (1 0 )) to be: 
R 3 
(__§_) 
a 
( 12) 
where we have taken the value of the rhombohedral cell to be p / ./2 R 3 ; 
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Within this sphere, we assume as before that one particle is entered at the 
center of the sphere, and that the other (p-1) particles are now uniformly 
distributed to form a shell within the outer radius of the sphere. The 
thi ckness of this shell is giv en by: 
We shall now describe the contour of the cell after the application of a 
simple tensile deformation. 
GEOMETRY OF THE DEFORMED CELL 
( 13) 
We assume first that each cell comprising the entire bulk volume of 
the composite space deforms affinely, which means that the deformation of 
the outer boundary of each cell exactly parallels the deformation of the 
outer boundary of the entire bulk v o lume. Thus, if a simple tensile slab of 
propellant is stretched by a factor f... in the z-direction along its principal 
length, and the lateral dimensions are allowed to contract freely resulting 
in a v olume ratio J 3 , then each point within the bulk is assumed to mov e 
according to the mapping : 
x 
1 
= R 1 sin 8 1 cos cp 
y 1 = R 1 sin 8 1 sin cp 
= I(J 3/t...) R 5 sin 8 cos cp = / (J 3 /t... ) x 
= /(J 3/t...) R 5 sin 8 sin cp =I (J 3 /t... ) y 
z I = R I cos 8 I = f... R cos 8 = f... z s 
The transformation of the spherical coordinates is given by: 
R 1 = R 5 / /...
2 c os 2 8 + (J 3/t... ) sin2 8 
I I I 3 8 = arctan (J 3 f... ) tan 8 
<+> = <+> 
o r inversely: 
8 = arctan I f... 3 /J 3 tan 8 1 
<+> = <+> 
( 14) 
( 15) 
(16) 
Along with this affine deformation of the outer boundary of the 
originally spherical cell, there will be a non-affine deformation of the space 
within the cell. The followin g sketch shows how the rubber pulls away from 
the central filler particle opening u~ a non-spherical void bounded by a 
surface described by the Radius R u. Likewise the radius vector to the 
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inner surface of the shell of neighbor particles is denoted by R 11 • Each of 
these radius vectors are functions of 9 1 , which function we shall now deter-
mine. 
Undeformed Spherical Cell Deformed Cell 
By definition, the total volume of the deformed cell is J 3 times the 
volume of the undeformed cell. This ratio is measurable in the form of 
dilatation data and provides a very useful characterization of propellant 
materials. Analytically, this statement may be phrased locally as: 
( I • I l3 I 1) • 2 
.lT R sm 9 ) d (R cos 9 =J 3 1r (RS sm 9) d (RS cos 9) ( 1 7) 
It is immediately verified that Equation (15) satisfies Equation (17) identically, 
which it must since J 3 is just the Jacobian of the transformation Equation 
(15). The solution to Equation (17} may also be written: 
R I 3 (-) = __£_ ( >-_ 2 
a 8 vf 
3/2 
~ I 2 cos 9 + (J 3 A.) sin 9) ( 18) 
Since the particles are incompressible, the volume of the shell must be 
conserved, so that 
1r (R'sin 9')2 d (R' cos 9 1 )- 1r (R " s i n 9 1) 2 d(R " cos 9') = 
( 19) 
Using Equation (12) and Equation (13), the solution to Equation (19) is given 
by: 
J 
e + .2. A. 
3/2 
e ) (20) 
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The rubber matrix is also incompressible, which statement leads to 
the relation: 
n(R II sin 6')<3 d(R II cos 6 1 ) - 1T (RIll sin 6')<3 d (RIll cos 6 1 ) = 
r ;;~ a 3] 2 n (R - 6 ) - (-2 ) sin 6 d (cos 6) L S 
The solution to Equation (21) is given by: 
(--)3 =- _p_ +--- ____E_ (A. 2 cos 2 6 RIll 1 [ 1 J 
a 8 vf J 3 vfJ 3 
J 
+_.a_ 
A. sin
2 
3;2 
9) 
(21) 
(22) 
Finally, we must demand that the volume of the void is related to the 
volume of the undeformed cell by the relation: 
n(R 111 sin 9 1 ) 2 d(R '"cos 91 )- 1T (-1-7 3 sin2 9 d (cos 6) = 
(J 3 -1 ) n R S 3 sin 2 9 d (cos 9) 
which, in view of Equation (22), is an identity, thus establishing the 
self-consistency of all the previous relations. 
(23) 
Now according to the sketch above, R '" = a/2 at 9'= n /2 . Thus, 
Equation (22) leads immediately to the important relation: 
(24) 
This is the dilatation-stretch relation predicted by our simple model. Since 
the dilatation does not usually exceed ten percent, Equation (24) may be 
inverted with 
(25) 
to yield: 
- " = 
(26) 
The limiting slope of Equation (24) is obtained when J 3 > 10 (never achieved 
in practice), and is equal to: 
dJ vf 2/3 ~ .... <p-l (27) 
Inspection of the behavior of Equation (24) up to large values of J 3 reveals 
that it is remarkably linear, and a fortiori even more so within the range of 
a few percent dilatation. Because of this linearity the limiting slope is a 
good approximation to the limiting slope evinced by propellant data. We 
predict a (2/3 )-power dependance on filler concentration as opposed to 
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Farris 1 first power. The disparity is not marked. 
In order to test the usefulness of Equation (24), data from Farris 
(Ref. 4) for propellants ANP-2969 and ANP-2874 loaded respectively with 
v f = 0. 50 and 'i = 0. 70 were plotted on Figure 2. On this same figure the 
straight black lines represent the behavior of the function Equation (24) for 
vf/ p = 0. 50 and vf/ p = 0. 70 respectively. Apparently this indicates that the 
best fit is obtained with p = unity, which indicates that the model does not 
account for the dilatation of the neighboring particles. This could be done at 
the expense of a considerable increase in algebraic complexity. We choose 
to throw this binder onto the fitting parameter p, even though it loses some 
physical significance! 
In fitting Farris' data, it was necessary to shift the origin of the actual 
data to the left by an arbitrary amount. This is to account for the delayed 
onset of dewetting inherent in propellant behavior. An improvement in this 
model in the direction of accounting for distributed dewetting could be 
provided by making p a function of A.. In line with Farris' suggestion, this 
function should be given by (cf Blatz (Ref. 3 )); 
J 1-~ /s/2 
1-~/s/2 (28) 
When Equation (28) is introduced into Equation (24) it becomes 
transcental. On the other hand, Equation (28) can be also introduced into 
Equation (26) resulting in an explicit form for dilatation as a function of 
stretch. Calculations are now proceeding along this line, based on the 
values of~ given by Farris, and using pmax as the one and only fitting 
parameter. In view of the moderately strain approximation also displayed 
in Equation (26), it is possible to test rapidly the applicability of Equation 
(28) by plotting 
(29) 
on probability paper. A linear relation can be obtained. Thus, the 
combination of our model with Farris' distribution function results in an 
excellent model for predicting real propellant data. 
THE STRAIN ENERGY FUNCTION 
Referring back to the sketch of the deformed cell, it is seen that the 
rubber in this cell is stretched by the factor: 
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A 
r 
R II - R Ill 
R 8 - t- ~ 
= 
The average square stretch ratio is obtained as follows: 
0 
<A 2 > = 9 I A 2 d ( c 0 s 9 ) = F3 (A 2 + 2! 3 ) 
r rr/2 r " 
Thus the first stretch invariant is given by: 
where 
2 
F-
Likewise the second stretch invariant is given by: 
X 
(3 0) 
( 31) 
(32) 
( 3 3) 
(34) 
Assuming the rubber to be Mooney-Rivlin, the strain energy of the rubber 
is given by: 
W = G2 [ f (I - 3) + ( 1-f) ( I.., r - 3) j ( 3 5) r 1r ... -" 
And, since the strain energy function W, by definition, is based on unit 
volume of undeformed material, the strain energy, based on unit volume of 
the undeformed composite, is given by: 
W= G [ f(I -3)+(1-f)(I 1r 2 r (36) 
where f is a parameter, the significance of which (Ref. 5 ) i s given by noting 
that: 
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_g_ f -
2 C 1 , the first Mooney-Rivlin parameter 
G 2 (1-f) = C
2
, the second Mooney-Rivlin parameter 
Empirically, it is observed that£ is negative for highly filled materials. 
The stress-stretch relationsfor simple tension are obtained as follows. 
In W, J 3 is replaced wherever it appears, by A. A..e2 • Then we have: 
aw a=--BA. (3 7) 
O=aw (38) 
a:x...e 
Equation (37) defines the tensile stress. And, Equation (38) provides 
another form of dilatation- stretch relation. This latter relation should 
evince essentially the same behaviour as that of Equation (24). It is 
actually only as good as the assumption made in representing the simple 
tensile stretch field by the averages taken in Equations (31) and (34). The 
calculated prediction of Equation (37) and Equation (38) will be presented in 
a subsequent report. 
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DIRECTION OF STRAIN 
~ . 
5% ELONGATION 10% ELONGATION 
PRODUCTION OF VACUOLES ON STRAINING A 
POLYURETHANE RUbbER FILLED WITH GLASS BEADS 
15% ELONGATION 25% ELONGATION 
F IGUR E 1. 
A ( Reduced ) 
1.00 1.10 1.20 1.00 1.10 I. 20 
I 1.1 0 r----__;_--,-___:__...:....__....:....._--.,........:..._ ___ ___, 
1.08 
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o vf=0.50 
• Jlf = 0 .70 
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FIGURE 2. VOLUME RATIO PLOTTED AS A FUNCTION OF 
STRETCH RATIO. THE EXPERIMENTAL POINTS OF FARRIS 
(REF. 4) REFERS TO~ (ACTUAL). THE THEORETICAL 
CURVES (EQUATION (24)) WERE SHIFTED (''REDUCED A.") 
BY ARBITRARY AMOUNTS TO ACCOUNT FOR DELAYED 
DEWETTING OF REAL PROPELLANTS. 
131 
UNCLASSIFIED 
Security Classification 
DOCUMENT CONTROL DATA · R&D 
(Security claeelllcetlon ot title, body ot abe tract and lndexln' .,notation muet be entered when the overall report Ia c laeelfled) 
1. O~IGINATIN G ACTIVITY (Corporate author) 2a. REPORT SECURITY C LA551FICATION 
Chemical Propulsion Information Agency UNCLASSIFIED 
Applied Physics Lab., Johns Hopkins Univ. 2b GROUP 
8621 Georgia Ave., Silver Spring, Md. 20910 
3. REPORT TITLE 
Interagency Chemical Rocket Propulsion Group: Working Group on Mechanical 
Behavior - 5th Meeting, Vol. I 
4. DESCRIPTIVE NOTES (Type ot report and lncluelve datea) 
s. AUTHOR(SJ (Laet name, tlret name, Initial) 
6 . REPORT OATE 7a. 1'0TAL NO. OF PAGES 17b. NO. OF REI"S 
October 1966 720 
8a. CONTRACT OR GRANT NO . 9a. ORIGINATOR' S REPORT NUMBER($) 
NOw 62-06o4- c CPIA Publication 119, Vol. I 
b . PRO.JitCT NO. 
c . 9b. OTHER RJPORT NO(S) (Anyothernumbere thatmaybaaeel.,.ed 
thle report 
d. 
10. AVAILABILITY/LIMITATION NOTICES 
.ln addition to security requirements which must be met, 
this document is subject to special export controls and each transmittal to 
foreign governments or foreign nationals may be made 
of the Naval Air Systems Command : AIR-330. 
only with the prior approval 
11. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES 12. SPONSORING MILITARY ACTIVITY 
Naval Air Systems Command(AIR- 330) 
Dept. of the Navy 
Washington, D.C . . 20360 
13. ABSTRACT 
Unclassified complete papers accepted for, and available prior to, the fifth 
meeting of the ICRPG Working Group on Mechanical Behavior (of solid propellants) 
are presented . The papers relate to four broad areas: (l) relationship between 
microstructure and propellant mechanical properties, (2) new or improved 
experimental methods for characterization, (3) failure criteria, and (4) 
structural analysis . 
DO FORM I .JAN e4 1473 UNCLASSIFIED 
Security Classification 
709 
UNCLASSIFIED 
---- Scu.;ity- CiasstUCdtion 
14 
KEY YIORDS 
Solid propellants 
Mechanical behavior 
Stress-strain analysis 
Grain design 
Structural failure criteria 
Filled polymers 
Binder-filler interaction 
Fracture modes 
Test methods 
Viscoelastic materials 
Solid propellant grains 
LINK A LINK 8 LINK C 
ROLE WT ROLE WT ROLE WT 
INSTRUCTIONS 
1. ORIGINATING ACTIVITY: Enter the name and address 
of the contractor, subcontractor, grantee, Department of De-
fense achvily or other organization (corporate author) issuing 
the report. 
2a. REPORT SECURITY CLASSIFICATION: Enter the ovet< 
all security classification of the report. Indicate whether 
"Restricted Data" is included. Marking is to be in accord-
ance with appropriate security regulations. 
2b. GROUP: Automatic downgrading is specified in DoD Di· 
rective 5200. 10 and Armed Forces Industrial Manual. Enter 
the group number. Also, when applicable, show that optional 
markmgs have been used for Group 3 and Group 4 as author· 
tzed. 
3. REPORT TITLE: Enter the complete report title in all 
capital letters. Titles in all cases should be unclassified. 
U a meaningful title cannot be selected without classifica· 
tion, show title classification in all capitals in parenthesis 
immediately following the title. 
4. DESCRIPTIVE NOTES: If appropriate, enter the type of 
report, e.g;, interim, progress, summary, annual, or final. 
Give the inclusive dates when a specific reporting period is 
covered. 
5. AUTIJOR(S): Enter the name(s) o f author(s) as shown on 
or in the report, Enter tast name, first name, middle initial. 
If :r.ilitary, show rank and branch of service. The name of 
the principal aLithor is an absolute minimum requirement. 
6. REPORT OAT!:.: Enter the date of the report as day, 
month, year; or month, year. If more than one date appears 
on the report, use date of publication. 
7a. TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES: The total page count 
should follow normal pagination procedures, i.e., enter the 
number of pages containing information. 
7b. NUMBER OF REFERENCES: Enter the total number of 
references cited in the report. 
Sa. CONTRACT OR GRANT NUMBER: If appropriute, enter 
the applicable number of the contract or grant under which 
the report was written. 
8b, Sc, & 8d. PROJECT NUMBER: Enter the appropriate 
military department 1dentification, such as proJect number, 
subproject number, system numbers, task number, etc. 
9a. ORIGINATOR'S REPORT NUMBER(S): Enter the offi-
cial report number by which the doct: ment will be identified 
and controlled by the originating activity. This number must 
be unique· to this report. 
9b. OTHER REPORT NUMBER(S): If the report has been 
assigned any other report numbers (either by the ori~J.nator 
or by the sponsor), also enter this number(s). 
10. AVAILABILITY /LIMITATION NOTICES: Enter any lim-
itations on further dissemination of the report, other than those 
DO FORM 1 JAN 154 1473 <BACK> D 
710 
imposed by security classification, us1ng standard staterr.ents 
such as: 
(1) "Qualified requesters may obtain copies of thu. 
report from DOC.'' 
(2) "Foreign announcement and dissc:nination of this 
report by DOC is not authorized." 
(3) "U. S. Government agencies may obtain copies of 
this report directly from DOC. Other qualified DOC 
users shall request through 
(4) "U. S. military agencies may obtain copies of this 
report directly from DOC. Other qualified users 
shall request through 
" 
{5) "All distribution of this report is controlled. Qual-
ified DOC users shall request through 
If the report has been furnished to the ofiibe of Tccl:'lical 
Services, Department of Commerce, for sale to the public, indi· 
cate this fact and enter the price, if known. 
ll. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES: Use for ariditional explana-
tory notes. 
12. SPONSORING MILiTARY ACTIVITY: Enter the name of 
the departmental project office or laboratory sponsoring (PilY' 
ing for) the research and development. Include address. 
13. ABSTRACT: Enter an abstract giving a brief and factual 
summary of the document indicative of the report, even though 
it may also appear elsewhere in the body of the technical re· 
port. If additional space is requued, a continuation sheet shell 
be attached. 
It is highly desirable that the abstract of cla:;sified repo~ts 
be unclassified. Each paragraph of the abstract shall end with 
an indication of the military security classification of the in · 
formation in the paragraph, represented as (TS), (S) . (C) , or (U) 
There is no limitation on the length of the ab:.tract. How-
ever, the suggested length is from 150 t<> 225 words. 
14- KEY WORDS: Key words are technically meaninlitful terms 
or short phrases that characterize a report and may be used as 
index entries for c"taloging the report. Key words must be 
selected so that no security classification is required. Identi-
fiers, such as equipment model designation, trade name, military 
project code name, geographic location, may be used as key 
words but will be followed by an indication of technical con-
text. The assignment of links, rates, and we1ghts is optional. 
3 55 1 UN~LASSIFIED 
------Security Classification 
